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Extortion or blackmail statutes generally have been held to be constitutional when challenged. ! Specifically, a provision of 
an extortion statute stating that extortion occurs when a person threatens to "[d]o any other act which would not in itself 
substantially benefit him or her but which would harm substantially any other person" was not overbroad on its face under 
the Federal Constitution; the term "extortion," as illustrated by the particular examples provided under the statute, impliedly 
excluded legitimate claims to property through threats, and whatever overbreadth may have existed was curable through a case- 


by-case analysis.~ 
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Footnotes 

1 Carricarte v. State, 384 So. 2d 1261 (Fla. 1980). 

2 State v. Hynes, 159 N.H. 187, 978 A.2d 264 (2009), cert. denied, 130 S. Ct. 1083, 175 L. Ed. 2d 907 (2010). 
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